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(2) - 6 aft^ 7: (airaRftJi 1 ^ M ^ ^ ^ f i ^kt 

^ ^ 400/- % t! ■JvRRT ^TWR 5RT MRcf ^ "550 425/- T# % sfhl ^0 455/- i^TO 11 

^ 6 7 ^ ^ E^m MRcT ^ ^ ^ ^ aiT 3fR ^ 440/- T# % 4>t 

^45tteTR?[4 8ft| 

(3) . it^ 8 : (aira^nfil^y - w ^ ^ ^ fern wt cqrcRnf^ el^ 11 ^twtfr ^ 

4?f*TF! ^ ^ 800/- ylcT ^ % t aik ^ WPR ^ ^ 1890/- ^ 8?t I ^ ^ 

^ 2004 4>t itcTPft ^ ^ 31^ ^ vRJKT tl ^ ^ ^ ^ 

4>t %P1^ 4>t sJt, ^ ^ 1600/- irtcT *<rrf % aiTcft 11 

(4) . 9 : ((t>Mfd41 ^ ^ 11 ^ MkcT ^ ^ 1200/- % 

t! ^ WR ^ ^ 2750/- ^ % MkcT 8ft I ^mR m ^ ^0 1471 /- ^ #0 t sfR 

^ 2004 ^ ^o 1100/- cpf #0 11 ^ ^ Wk^r ^ aik ^ 

2004 45t iknf^ ^ ^km ^3^% v3^dM 3?8jt^T ^ 1200/- vjfr% ^0 2300/- I# cpf % ^ t, ^ 1^ 

8^TI cRnf^t. ^ ^twrft m ^ 45t ^ ^ kRk 8^T afR ^ 2400/- I# ^ ^ ^ 45t 

Rm>"iRjfi 4)t 8Sti 

(s). 10 ; aftfitPrcP 5RT MRct ^cta ^ ^o 8oo/- irfcT ^o 11 ^ 

^R^ 5RT WkfT ^ ^ 326/- 1 3jk 3?tn^ mR m MRct ^ ^ 980/- irfcT % t aik ^ 2004 ikfpft 
^ ^km iftf^km ^ 20/- 11 ^ 3TWS an^TR ^ Mb ^ aRTtq ^o 980/- aik ^ 2004 ^ 

^ ^km ^ikcT iftfikm arajfc^ ^ 20/- ^ ^ Mi M 8^T aik ^0 1000/- irfcT cpf % ^ kRiik?! 
4>t 8ft! , 


(e). 11 : afkfiPr^ alk ^ikiH) - ^kwft ^ W% ^icta ^ ^0 1000/- iifh cpf % f 1 

Rm mm ?RT PwlRd ^ ^ 11 ft IRT fft8lf% ^ ft 25 ^ ^ ^ Ml M aiT, yftfft) 

^ 1250/- flRr 4ft ftto M t ^ 2004 ft |t ftknftt # fftnj am^^ ansiR m WRct ^ aik ^ 2004 4ft ftkfiftt 
^ Ml iftftkm ^ mm ti ^rfftf^ ft ^ 1250/- irfft 4ft ftto 4ft 4^ 4ft 4ft 8ft 1 

(7) . ftkg? 12 : {g?qR^ ^ WRct 4ft8Fi 4^ ^ 1000/- iifft 4ft ftto %\w^ mm 

m M% 4^ 4jH tl ^ftftf^ ft fttwiftt IRT WRcT 4^ ft 25 IIMt ^ M 44 Ml M aiT uftf^ ^ 1250/- 
flRr 4ft ftto M t 4!lf^ 4ft 2004 4ft ftkfpft ^ aiW 34^ m M% 4^ aik 4ft 2004 4ft ftkfiftt ^ 4kR ^5^^ 

iftMl ^ ft! ^144581 11 ^ftftf^ ft^ 1250/- 4lft 4ft ftto 4ft 4^ 4ft RiMjIRvI 4ft 8ft [ 

(8) . ftkg? 13 a(k 14 : (an4Rft4 ftRi) “ 13 ft w ^54 rt 4 ftt^ ^ anftfft^ fftj^ 4V f aik 

'ftqcx 14 'M*iivji ^ <T)*1\Jlk cT4^ ^ fel4 Rlf^4d f^4T 44T f I ft ft44^ ^ ^nftklT4 44^ <ft 41?^ aik yi§*1 3fT4Rft4 ^ ft 
4|4 ^ M 11 ?4 ft44ft ^ ftkM SRT MR^ 4^ ^ 400/- irtcT 4ft ftto 11 ^ftftfft ft ^0 440/- 4ft 
ftto 4ft 4^araftT ftb? 6 aik 7 ft ar^Mr 4^ ftt Rh^iRj^i ftt 8fti 

( 9 ) . ftgg? 1 -^ : (ftfw ft^l)-4[?ft^wftft4fttaik 4144 3n4Rft4 aik siT4mfft4) ftft ft Rri |aiT 

fti 4 ^ 44 Mitr ^Rifcfft. aik 3n4iftRi yftuift ft f^ Mr ^rmr t aik 44 4? ^ Mr ti 

^ uMt ft RH? R44 7R45R 5RT MRcT 4^ aik 4ft 2004 4ft fttcTlftt ft 4kH ftM 4|^ Site 11 

MM 4RT PwiRd 4^414 4^ ^ 1600/- nfcT 4ft ftto tl ft 4R ft^ ft RR MM 5RT MRcT 4^ ft 
4M ^ Mr fcIRT aJT aik ^ 3200/- Rift 4ft ftto 4ft 4^ 4ft RtotRr 4ft 8ft I 

(10) . 44 ^10 ^ gfk 44^3: (aiTRRftR d^i) - 44^-10-^ aik 44^3 riMr 44^ ft M ft t aik wi 

anRifttR WT 4 |ti MijM irt PtalRa 4^44 4^ 400/- nlcf 4 ft ftto ti 'fifftRl ft fttwift SRi fft^lRn 4^ ftt 

4)^ ^ fftftR IcIRT 8JT aik ^ 800/— ftrl 4ft fttO 4ft 4^ 4ft RpPtRr ftt 8ft | 
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^ Jh t 3jk m\^ jh ^ ^ ^ 11 

EIRT 400/- SfcT ^ % 11 ^ ^ ^ ^0 500/- ^ ^ ^ 41 

^1^-6 ^ RWT 100 W MFSETf ^ ^-6 ^ ^ RchRlcI 1^ f sfR ^ ^ 

4^ ^ ^ W% ^ W 11 14i ^) ^ ^ ^0 3200/- yf^ ^ %) 

R9t ^ 2ft I ^ ^ ^ ^ nMto w ^r yr^Ti ^ t, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t, ti 1^ ft 

r ^ ftto ^ ^ sisiftr ly^, yMto ^ f^ aijjfiRid ^ ^ yft RnFiR^r yft sft i 

3il<lRft<j—^*fc: ft 31ic|l'ftRl ft 3if41 fttsi—^— ?liIftj^I ^cffe, ?lilft<l ^<l1c f fyl'dtft yft 

MRci ^ ^ Tjf 2fti Trfftfft ft RmR?r yft sft fft? ricswftt M aiaftcT ^nyr#! ^ ^ WRct ^ 

[ ^ #ftl ^-4, ^-6 ^ SjjJ^lRid ^0 500/- yft ^ ftt ^-4, ■yMta ft WTR?ET ?I#fT 

^ ’JR yftw ^ Ry ft ^ Riyftt ► 

feRs^cie (^ -5): ^-5 m\^ yftto ^ 3 {rRft t sfR srftt^ ^ 11 

?ft-5 i> Rmft 3n4T#y ^ y^OTRft. fftifftft^ gRT amrfftcT fW w t sfR 3 trM ft ^ ft ^ yjT 
fftqr aiTI ^-5 ^ 3Tfftyft^ ^ t fftRTft 1^-1, 2, 3, 4 5 RlfftR f 3ft?, ^ 31^, 

Rite yteR ^ te 3iRRm 1 1 ?r 4)13iftt tern ter rht t, 5Rte 4ft^ 4? ^ Mftd 

1 ^-5 ^ 1F%-5 ft 55 ^ Ryq RRPN ^ ftftM ^ ^ SUftfftcT tel W t 

ftte 4)Tft IFlfft ’R tl ^ ^ Wchift teft! 3fR wmjft ft 31|c|lftliJ ^ 31142^ ^ te ^flte 
^ 31^RR, ^lftt-5 ^ ftt 4^ <o1^l tefRd 4RRT 3n4?R4j ^ ’RIT 11 


J25bl». 2 ^^5; 


1, 2 3ft? 5 ^ ^ 319lftT R44 ?IRHt 4 ^ Rct^el Rulte t 3ft? 31T41?ftR ?eiH ^ | 

Riftfft ft Ro 800 /- yfft yft ftfo 4ft 4 ? ^ fterf^ ^ sft ute ft’cie? i ft” 5 ^ Riy 3 b?t%t 
^ 600/- 4ft 4? ^ ?RT4)eT 11 



5 ^ 1?4^3 3fl? 4: 


3 3ft? 4 ftft)? -ft;? srarfcT ?T44 Wlpf ft ^ f | ?#rfft ft RO 440/- yfft 4 ft ftro 4ft 4? 4ft 
^ 4ft aft yte ftcfC^ 6 3ft? 7 3T^ftfftd ^0 440/- 4ft 4? ^ mm t\ 


^-5 


M-5 ft Rftr tefftftr 4ft 4ft ^JR 4)?ft ft te M-5 4ft ciJldRlte fty ft ?^ ft tef^ 

te 41HT ^ I ^-6 ftR ft te, Rte ft ^0 2400/- 41% 4ft ftto 4ft 4? SRlfcT ft44? 1-4) ft f%4 
fiRm 4? 4ft #T~#2nf 4ft ter^R ftl sft i Rfftfft ft ^-e ft4 ft te w rpj^ ^ 24oo/- yf% 
ftto 4ft 4?, fttfft ;M~5 ft4 ft te ift elFJ^ ftftt, 4ft 1%4)lRvi ftt sft! 

^ te 4? ftfft ft Rtel 3f1? fft4t?R ft f%4 Rte 4ft ftelRR ftftifti ft fft^ W ft 314^, 2005 
fttfft PlHdct t- 






[ W] 111—13^4] __5 


■ 



ll 

|>^M 

(1) 


( 3 ) 

w 

1. 

. ttqe^-1 

400 

800 

2. 

^4di-2 

400 

800 

3. 


400 

800 

4. 

^4ii-4 

400 , 

800 

5. 


400 

800 

6. 


400 

440 

7. 

^q^-7 

40 

440 

8. 

tjqcx-B 

800 

1600 

9. 

^qe^-9 

1200 

2400 

10. 

^5{-io 

800 

1000 

11. 

'^cki^-11 

1000 

1250 

12. 

12 

1000 

1250 

13. 

^V13 

400 

440 

14. 

^cix5^-14 

400 

440 

15. 

1-q> 

1600 

3200 

16. 

10—^ 

400 

800 

17. 

__ 

400 

800 

18. 

Tpr^-4 

400 

500 

19. 



2400 

20. 

#m-5 

^ W ^-1 2 3iR 5 

^ W- W-3 3iR 4 

(q). ^-5 k\ 


800 

440 

2400 


5.2. '3h 4'W aif^qji ^ 19 ^ W WT eTRT ^JpRT, t 3nft ^ ^ 

3iNrT WRcT ^ W 11 ^ 20 ^ ^ ^ 3nft f^ yTRT f ofk ^ ^ 

^ ^ Wf^ ^ W 11 ^ ^ ^ R<J>R<d ^ ^ f 3ft^ ■§'H(^IJ, ^ 3T^^, ^ 

^ ^ Coldl Pl'^IRd R)<<l \JlNl Vl'h'Jl 1^ I 

5.3. 3(iqi'(Tl<^-^-?llR<l ^ ^ M'WiRd tol t «^?jf 3T8?fcr 34141'^^ ^ ^ feHJ 

Wf^ ^ ^ 3r^T^-^-?TTf^fTT ^ ?nf^fTT ^cM cn^ 3lk ^-4 ^ fcT^ vm^ ^ 500/- ^ % 

^ ^ ^FT ^ \3^T^ ?nf^k ^ 3?T^ ^ ^ ^ #it I 

W. ^ M'kIiRd R>^l t 'JM'J^d %I 5.1 ^ 31^ dTf^<f>i ^ 3if^ ^ ^ »jPt 3ir^ ^ ^ 

^ M sfR^tTF^ ^ ^ %j mcR^ ^ ^ wit sk ^ %j, ’jPr 

f^jw ^ ^ 3TTteif ^ WTT 3lk ^ %J, 30^ ^ UiDviidl’ ^ %J TTrrf^ ?Tv^ ^ ^ 

>^RxiiRd ^ vjmjTft I 

6 . ^ y|^ ^ 3rpi?, 2IF TIMg ^ TTS^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3fR ^ TIM f^'qRwi ^iM ^ TTftr^fe ^pht/RimRi 4)' ^ ^ ^f or^ftw ^ ^ 8jf 1 ^ 

^^'tiWl/^q^ter'^T^ ^ WM tR TlfcRM aiT! 

7.1 ^ TR^TT^ ^ ^ 3nEiR f^tR 19 \gciT^, 2006 etrt ^^f€t R div^nR i M A 

^ RRI^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cf)T 3T5#I w 2ITI ^Tff€t ^ ^TPt ^ sZfR 3Fr^ 

6 WR, 2006 FKT ^ R uftf^ RTRM f:- 
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w. 




19 2006 ^ ^3ff Wi ^ ^JxRT/'Wbtflch'iUl ^ 

2006 3ik 13 2006 gM ^ ^ ^ ^ W W f:- 


SNT ^9nj ^ ITR 


!qR"1 5RffyHt ^ fcT? 

i ^ aHN'f^d ^ ^ tl 


^ uRR 


»l FI Rti g P rjuBi i r^FTipj 


, 1999 ^ m 1 yH^, 1999 
^ «zM I 


ajU ^ 1 yR^, 1999 ^ 

^ yiN<Pl^l 11 yFR^, 1999 ^ ^ 

3ITfe ^ ^ tl 















































































[VFTIU—^ni54] 


: mmm 


^ 5NT ^ ^Hm(^<W sm vjMc1«l TOli ^ f I 
cisnft,^ ^'-SCII WT C!vb4f$m ^ 3ft? 

^ wr tl 1?lH^ 5 ^ ^ 

3ft? WTpft ^ pr SR f ^qct 







2896287 


2452545 


2637358 


2479896 


2212800 



1140000 


360000 


580152 


538354 


430000 


4036287 


2812545 


3217510 


3018250 


2642800 



2001-02 


2002-03 


2003-04 


2004-05 


2005-06 


^'WW?«I ?i?qjR 

vfftn 11 _ 

W ^ W ? J00_ ^ ^-6 ^ ^ IRW 3WhT W 3n4T?1k-?T?-?nPk IRtuFff ^ 

M?T5 ^ MW ^ thJ t fuW ^cTfcT 3n^ W f | uftf^ ^ MW 

^ ^ ^ ^ f^Rf% W fW w ^ JTRT unm t, ?ipfT ^ qjgr unm 11 
tl ?IT^ 45$ Mto ^ w 3 ? fi nr i^ 




3TpT? 



^ pr SR; 





(^). M ^ 

fW ^?BT SRI 



M .. 

cfra^ ^ 11 

' _ 


?'kiiaRa fW ^ ?BT t ^ ?Wf ^ ??3?^ 3ft? ^ 
3n^ 3RI ^ qW 1 ^ 

^ ?^?^ SR ^ fW ^ ??T t 

alt? ^niytgm ^ ^ ?TPnR ti 4 >W 

^_^ ^-Rr4)|'{^t 3|t ? MTW x^? SR g>?<TT 11 

SI (Wt?n3n|) ^ Wt?tt3nt ^ ^ w W tl 'mh Rm ^ 

gy g ^ ?W W t alt? 45t afi? ^ ^ qsTi?}fr: ?w tl anw 

7 m, 2002 m §1 ^ ^f>W ^ ?l^, 1TT?CT ?1?^, M 

^ STT qRq^ ^ ^1^ t^t M ?T. 10~W(5)/87 

alt? ^ f^?RT aW 6<nc;i'Jt ?WcT W 29 artel, 1958 ^ ?Tr? 4?t ^>tetct?' | itt ^ TTt 11 

alt? W ^ ^ ^ q5?cTT 1 1 

^ 3ifflEr t wt??tant ^ ^ arW 

fempRf 11 ; 

w STT 3rTm?frq m t arT?RM-?m-?TTftxT W ?fTO 

apt ci^ ireeit<K0 ^ wi era 3 trt?t ^>1 fWw 

W ^ ^ W fW w tl ^ ^ alt?^Ti?cZR?iT^i Wq^t^tott ii^ti 

raRt ^ WJi §? iW alt? xW ^ ^ 14^ 3lt? W-6 ^ an^ W 

^<aiq 4? ylT ?t SR ^fta ra'ici ^ 11 1^ ^ fei? ^ W ^ f 

51^ W wti #5 W-6 ^tt^jtWrfW 

W t, ??rfel? ^45? ^ 4Jt^ 4^ MHSI W t 

alt? 5?Tf^ 71? jrRT4 fW W 11 

W cl^ SR 4jt jW ^ ^ t ??T ^ 44 
^'WT MR Rm ?T?T fW vTRl t alt? 71? SR xjv^t ^ 

• ^ *11^1 '^ITcTT 11 rafst ^ ^ 4?4T?I ??3?®T4 ^ 

RKxrrfWr 4t BwfdRd fW uIri t alt? ??rf^ 

‘^I'Scll MR RT?I yra-Rl4jrrtt alt? 4RMft 4? SR 4)| 

X ^ W ^??TT tl 
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^ ^ ^ ywiRd ^ ^ 3i#T 3nc¥f t ^ I 

Vllf^^l ^ oUTTOfl^ IpfFJRf ^ ^ vlT^ ^T# ’ifcTf^ ^ aHEIR ^ 

^ 3iraHft^-^-?n% ?!«IT ’Jpel ^ ^?>FTf ^ WT cT^ ^ 311^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 31^*# ^ ^ t cTlf^ ^ J^ta ^ t^ra^fi 3rt ^ 3F^ 

^ \iT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ci^q^Hiil ^ ^ 

^ 3i i v^f^4>i w ^ aS^ M ^ 

^ MWiRd 4 ^ fi iJta 4>t ^ ^ 

3ni4i#i ^ ^ ^ ai^teiT arte (cfwr f i 






4)t I anf^ ^ ^5?!^: Mee^w |[m ^ ^ w ^ 

4)t cTT^ ^ 24 ^ ’te ^ t 

spm ^ airafer ^ wh ^ Ppih f^ 

IfKT ^ tl 

^ ^ ^ anf^ ^ vif^Rad 45t it| f 

^ aienr-^ IR^ tor w 11 ^ ^ ^ 

1983 ^r ^ ^ wto ^ 

^ I^R-i^R irf^ f I 3R ^ 

^ ipn^ ^ ^ ^ W^T 

^R anf^ ^ ^ iRm^ tor w i I 


2600 ’JP ^an^ m aMrecT ^ ^ t, atR 
iRianRff 3R^ ^ I^TRiT aih iptr crj^ 

^ ^ t a^h ?irf^ ^cta irmr^ ^ ^ 

^'^*111 . , , „ _ _ 

Ao ^ W ^Pa t. wflf^ t^t^R cqg^ 
ITRT ?nf^ ti ^ W?t ^f. t vm^ A ipnf^ 
^ f I ._ 


^ 1999 ^ ^R^nw ^ ^ ^ tw W 

^ 5^lf^ ^ 2002 ^ ^ 3f3*iif^ ^ ^ sff I ^ 

1999 A ^ aiT^ 1^ 8IT f^ 1999 4^ 

ai jH^Rd ^ H?^ia nR^^td ^ RPJ, ^ ft'lt 
fvRf^ ^ ^ aft^ an^ ar^rto m 

R) ^ ^ 4)t ^ 2004 ^r ^siT ^ «in?»f[ I ^ 

^ aisitcT ^ 2004 ^ iRiRt ^l 

WT RIR[ liRT MeidR'f ^ ^ f^ ^ 

Rrt^I ^ ^j^ciirtt ^?Rto ^ fcPi ai^riR ^ 
|i;[ ^ ^ttRr Rrit w ti 
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9 




^fRIT '<M'W ^ I 





m 2000-01 ^ 2005-06 ^ 3?^ 3fr? ^ 2001-02 ^ 2005-06 

^ jWT 5 ^ ^ ^ 3n^ ^ ^ ^ f I 

^ cTFTW 


6,39,047 


67,418 


12,515 


,8.075 


89,856 


1,23,727 


84,663 


48,843 


13.772 


29,702 


28,433 


45,167 


14,557 


1,848 


1,518 


2.654 


18,285 


736 


11,500 


66,177 


32,710 


19,527 


14,36,761 



UWII^d ^ ^ ^ mcT^ lltrluE 

^ 23.48 ^ W f I 








29 1999 . .... ... 

^ !v:, eft ^ ^ Tff 30 / 99 ^ ^1 

5ft % ^»ft€t ^ TOjR ^ ^"5^ J^jft % 

^ it ^ ^ Tlftlte 

^ ^1 


RiHR ^ gpf 
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^ TO ^ 5M 

8 2004 ^ im ^ 

3 ITO^ tl 




Eirf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ti 

t- 




^ ciTfw mm w ^ ■ 
T/eTI^ m\ 


2 W 


1 tcife 


2 


1 ^ 


\5?R ^ ^ 3<i«if^a ^ P?t ^ 11 

1. 

3TTfe^ P?t qei^i 


i^uH'iiti ^ 3iM>t)c 3r?iR onwfer 

p5t Tit ti 



























































OT M'mifqa ^ (i/WldM ^ OT 

^ iii) ^ ^ ^ jrate ^ W 
'H'(<l>r'< IM WRci ^ (iii) ^ 2004 ^ ^ ^cj|4) 
^ f^ 3n?rR ^ 3lk (iv) ^ 

3lfw irq ^ ^ 2004 ^ ^ 

iteirft ^ vj<sRa (vjT*ia*i, ajh alhm) 

^ tra e 2004 ^ 

3T^pfTR, Pl*nfciRan ^ ^ SRigT ^ : (i) 

^ ^ a?^?TR l|pf (Ji) 

^ ^ #T ^ ii\^ft|icl 

URTte >naiq5iyf q5t 2 ^ 

vW 1^. (iii) ^ffara^ ^ tlfq WT ^ ^ 

1^1^, (iv) 3ig*(ll^d ^(?<}f4>4> gR( 

^ 3lk (V) ^ 3R[ yRte WPP ^ 

5RT WJI 

Pl*-ifetRia g2[qt tR % W®i!)<t»<>J|/ai^qiepr 

(^). ^ iR ^ aPHrar ’ST 

^fe<t ^w ^FR^wf ^ffw ^ f§q 11 ^q?n 

<W'{«l W*5 ^ I 


\ r • .T. -,, »ww-r 

f I ^ ^ 2006 ^ qW ^ 2004 ^ 

^ ^ f^ t ?f^ q? ^ ^ «RF>^ ^ 

W ^ v3Mq<Wt1: ^fi%T ^1 


W- ^ W qqt ^ 

<Jr«iRct> qRfto ^fcqq?T^ c^t alt^ q? q^ to? 
^ ^ 4)|?w| I 



(^T). vJTscldq ^ 

^ it M 

^ ^?W| I 


^ ^ ^ 2004 

ifrfWr ^ ate q? toR 



(5.). qRR ^ w fto?w ^1^ ar^iflRq 
^eqto) Pl^qa qR^ ^ q? to? q^ qff 

fto qqr qfi 





qwiqR 

^ to?te ^ toR M t arte an^ t ait? 
to-to teiR ti ^ qr^q ?^ # t Ibr# 
^cqfWT C^ anqqqqRT t ^ ^ ^?qcff qPT t 
5n^ ?spq ^ q?Tq? qff ^ afl? f?Tto 
toRa/MwiRa q^ tot ’tt ??R q? qqi^HH qff ^ 
?toti 


q? WRq ^ '^RqiRg ^cR qi?Tq) 

^ qqto ^ to |ivjj?w ^R^ gRT ter tor qqr t 

ait? te ^ 1999 ^ ^ qq^nq to qqr 11 


JRW qq q^lq»n Bm qr^ ?Toqq^ c^t ? 7 MT cTW 200 
11 #T q^ ^ to 3ft?R q? q»t qqqr qqjqr ?Tqq 
^^qf^ t afl? ^ ate q? qRqto q? qtf q?it ?tot 
gqlfo ^ to? qtt tor ggr i 

q? *iiii qqr t Pif^<;i q?^ c^t qtor ^ qt?R qRr q^ 
qtoto aft? f¥^qto ^ vjRiRtT t mm 
q? t alt? B?Tto 3M ^smm afrp? q? to? qR^ ^ 
?nqFq yRcP q? qt?T Btqri qK i| t qqjqr tt 3 tt? 

5?fto ^'fio q? S?dlRa ^ qt tl q? ^rcid? alt? 

f^Rq? q? fto? qR^ cR#f tRt qR^ff 

tl ___ 

?i^ 3HJ flmRi<p Rcp^f q^ fto? tor qqr ait? q? 
tor^ qqr q?qif^d qf atoqq?qj ?ttqiait 
’ttq? t, B?ito ^ ’Rq i q? 

t % tot ^^qq?, 3M? ■dr^q>i q? ?l?te 

?if*)Ri ^ ?rq?q ^i 
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^ ^ vJTna'i fW ? I viFRn V ^ 
^ 'Hnyw''! ato ^ ter w t 


:t 



f\ ft. 

«M-5 

(cf?) ^-1, 2^5 

(i) ^l%“3 afi^ 4 
(^) ^-5 ^ 


^ 800 


^ 800 


^ 800 


^ 800 


^ 800 


^ 440 


W 440 


^ 1600 


^ 2400 


^0 1000 


^0 1250 


^0 1250 


^ 440 


^ 440 


^0 3200 


^ 800 


^ 800 


^ 500 


^0 2400 


^ 800 
^ 440 
^ 2400 


^ ^ 2.5 IlfcRKT 45t ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ mfm yiwi 

f^vfWT 51?^ M 2 ^ ^ 3W4T 

^ ^I8JT cTT^ ^ ^ ai^'HK 

uWI 

vjM^tw ^ ^ aisiR aii^ci ^ f^ 

aij[y|Rci ^ e'f^f) a?t^ ^ aii«iRd R)^ ^ ^ 

6'K1lV!'<w| ^(?<r)l ^ Tjup^ ^ 4 iR^ 

^ R>^ ^ ^ aft^ aiRfer ^ 

antoilf ^ wn aft^ ^ lifter m4)uh1 ^ 

RfJ ^jaiT iraf^ ^MR ^ w «mpTT I 
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3.1. 14 2006 ^ ^ o>\n\m ^ ^o> ingfcl^^ an I ^ h^i^oih 

^ ^ mom ot ^ nr? f^-f^rM ^ ^ crf % si^mmh ^ arra^n^ m ^ 

ani.^ ^ w an ^T^n%T ^ ^ an^, nf^ wit ^ nttn nan nt^r 

^ ^ ^ ^ im wiR n? nft ;sTen viiTw I 

8.2. y^gj^ui ^ mm. ^ w wit^n ^ nn 29 mm. 2006 ot ^ ait^ ^ ^ wf t\ 

nt aft I ^ nn ^ mro ft ft nn 23 yR^, 2007 ^rt 'tjffta an ni^Stann civh-il^in ^ ^ m ?tft 
^ ^f?flaR n? ^ fftft?r ^ ait^ ^R^i^ ^ fttfft fftw-fft^ ^ a?raR m ql^i^i wfnr^ ^ w ^ 11 
nn R»n<p 7 MJ'cq'ft, 2007 &RT, tp'ftcH % ^ nni an w iRnm ^ nrRT nnr 

■ npf feRT W? I ft nn 28 MJ'jq'tl, 2007 &RT yRR fftm an ^'Hq)t i<«liq fcRT nm 11 acq?qin, 

nn 8 2007 ^ ajnftn <p'ft<fl ft W3%n ^ ftn fftnr^ 29 2006 ft nij y?ftf ^ vraR ftun 

an I mm. 2006 ft fttft sft^ alk ^wr TOcir mo irt mm. 2007 ft ft^ mo 4ft fftrj nrj f :- 


iP.^. I Bnix 5RT ^nUf ^ IRn 


W RPR 


yftSRcT ft 5?R 'HMqiaft ft Rnft ft 

WRd ft aft^. nfft fttt ftft Rift 




ftRST ftr RRTF PT Rim F tft PRIR^ft. tIRR 
RRtcR afR ^yp fr ft PF ^fftRmr PRft ft 

mo nfftfftiftft iR itrir fftft? t fft ptr^Rr 
ft ^R^RR ft m\. ftft pftll ft,. aiRR fti wrt 
hf^ nan mo pft ftft mo PRft ft 
pft n? nft FiRT nm t, ft ftftft ftt ftfftft ft 
'd<((fta RTP apj ftt RcR "^Rft ft HiWin 
eivi)HftiM ’jift ft wm fftwp ir^ 
(qRR ftlfttft, mo wifRn anR ft mmm 
tR RRi ajt^ SR wit PF^ afk mo nan ftft 
ft nftiin 'jngpn win f^wft ft 

Tftm RT TfWT Fl 


ft RO 17.43 RTR ft RO 45.14 RTR ftft pft ^^PFRT ft mfftR W tl 

RT PRT fftPT t i nanfft, PRR ft Piq'lf^n ^jft n? 

RO 45.14 cTTR Hfftpft ^jfPFRT RT PRT fftPT l | 

a wRlelR RT PRT R^ ft PR pft t, ft 
\ ft argftai t fft pf pf ^ r^ fft ^ 

^^PFRT ftl RRn ^PRJT ft 31^ anj ft ^ ft ^ 

mfftcT fftPT i 
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. .^ ’JJh ^ m M 2006-07 ^ 

^ "550 55.32 cTM 3<jHlf^d 3ft 4l'klf^45 ^0 

45.14 ^ 8ITI ^ 2007-08 ^ ^ ^ 132.52 

eira” SIT vllf^ 96 ^citst ^ ^ ^ ^T^TfPJ ^ 

^r^HtcR m siri ^ ^ ^ 3tt^ ^ 

TR^ ^ ^SlRvil ^ t, SljHiRfl 3Tfcrf^ 

SITTl cTTW ^ eft ^ sft I 


WSt ^ tr5T 03-01-2006 ^ ^ ^ 

\Rm A Vjfcdf^d IPTT^ ^ ^ ^ 

>3^RfPT ^ 

^ 11 wm ^ F?T ^ ^ ^TtT^ 45t ^ 7ft t 

TPIT^ ^ ^ ^ TmtSR ^ flr^T ^ TiR rfrcT 

1^ ^ ^ ftwpft ^ ^ 57Tf^ 

<1>l'Se!l Man RJT7T ^ TPfl 4cci f^c^<al ^ 
wm" 3lk "'»# f^TRT' 7Ie?1tTc^t 7^ 71^ 11 


^ ^ 3n7^ ^ ^ 

C 457^ ^ 31^^ f^RIT Tm 8JTI viMW 
SIT IlTfllf^d ^ l^ct^HHH 
^ ^ TTTte ^ ^ toTI#! 
^Tcfl af[7 f^f^R ^ 

71? 7*1^ ter mw t 

^7 'Wtc5t4>7«l TO SIT 'f^tPR 
^ R: 3R^ t TO ^ 


9.1. ?7T 
3lt7 vW4)4rll3^ 
^ fpifen 
flmsITI 

9.2. 

vm4t<WI S ^ 
2007 cT^ 3nrf[ 

10.1. 71? < 

Tsjf f^TO 8 3PT7?T. 

argute ^ 1^ q7g< 
I I 
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TOe?-i4 

27 

1 -^ 

192 

44^“10-^ 

46 

44^-3 

48 

_ ^-4 

30 

^tftt-—6 ft4 
{ft54^4ftTO) 

144 

’omi—5 


( 45 ) 44^<-1. 2 alt? 5 

48 

44^-3 alt? 4 

27 

( 4 ) ft4 

144 


10-2-^ ^ 10.1 ^ ^ OT 3R UWlR^ ^ Jlf^ 5ff^ ^ % vJM^<W 5.1 5M. 

«'wj(^a Rxiix ^ 6 wlci^m 1 1 ^ 3 n^ 8 anrar, 2007 aft? 15 2oi7 ^ tor sir 1 ^ 

5 M ar^jftf^ wteaft ^ 4 h MR^il^d 45? w t, to ^ anft ?Tg> ^ 

TO ^ 1^ 11 

^ ^^tRPRt ?T^ <p)<I<iif$qi f?T ^ ^rofeR ^f aif^l'^^sff ti? ^stoet 1 1 to fe ^Pi r 'tft aft? ?r;5 
5M ^ ?ra5f ^ ?n? urafftct) qgft ^ 3?^ ^ vmw 1 ^ aft^ http://tarifrauthority.gov.in tl? 


f?T ^it q>i4qjM ^ ‘ft'ti'i 451 ^ ?pnr ^ ?t^ ^f, viMii1<wiaft ^ aft? ?fg^ ft ^ 
TO PiHfciRad fftm? ^ 11 ^ ^ t 

(i) . f?T inf^iwr ft amft anft?! 21 2002 sm fft^hi m ?T?fifftcT 1 virng^, 

1999 ^ aft? anafer ^ctf^ ^ JlPlft cIPJ^ 3ft? ?TI^‘ ^ 2004 ft ?Tft|lST 

4ft vfpft 8ft I cfsirfft. ^rft^ ft Tritfttn*! dl^rif^N Ijjft ^ 4 ? ?T?to ^ 3TO TOT^ ft? 4 yR4^, 
2006 ft W?^ fftniT mi _ 

(ii) - v^ 4 )<ftan j^ft^v^< ftvjci ^ 4 ? fttft ft ?Rte ^ ^ f?T mte?^ ^ ^ ?TftEr ft airaf^ 

ftr^l?ft?ftv^ gM 'jjiqjlel ft ??ft WR 4ft aprfoT 4? e i AHf^m »j}ft ft 4|(T ft 

?f4jft?T 4? ftvik'l TOT4 ^ PmeH 45?ft ?m Ul|^47<<Ui ^ Sllft?! fft44) 21 4Tft, 
2002 ft fft? ^ ft ? r4f 4ft nf 8ft I ^ 3ITft?r ft 4? ?4^ fftim 441 t (i) f?T JTffft4)?4 ^ TO 4?4T4 
alt? ?l?ff ^ fft4?4 ftm? 4)?ft ^ yfttvB ^ 4FITO4 R|T?T 4ft ?lftt 'HMlfcrliit alt? ?T4ft|3ft, wTFf ^ft 
t, 4? RIT4Tfft4jI? t alt? (ii) 41^4 SIvljHf^m 4ft ?1 *41^141 f alt? ftftt ri* 4 f^ 4 t' ^ 

4^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t aik ^?rf^ 4^ 4ft mft 41^ 4ft 4ft Mfftr ^ 4? f?T 

HiRcp^wi 4ft ’fiiRl^cr) ^ 4ft ft 4ftf ?f^ 4^ ?? TOT 11 ??T^ aiTOT, <fttft(ft ?4^ #? 4? 45? 
^544 t 1^ #rft?ft3nf ^ 4 ? 4T4T fft) ^t444ft i> TO vftft^^ 4 ft 4? ?TftHft4 4j?ft ^ TOft4 44 
aTtft44? 4ft t, 4ft ?^tof 4ft f I 


(iii) . m m gM 4Tft, 2004 ft ?Tftrtft4 4^ fttfft ft f4 4lfft4>?4 ft 3Tftm 4ft yTlft t 4F 4]1ftTO4 

4tt14Rn?ft ft ?Tftft4 MCCI fft5?Tft fftEfffti 4)?ft ^ fffttuR ^ ?T?^ SM ?f44-?!44 

4? \rtlft uTlft 4lft fttfft 44 3l^TO4 4ft | 4?T4TO ^41?ft ft ^jjft alt? TO 4ftR 4? 

4jft, 2004 ft ?T?4>R gM ftfftcT fttf^ ft 4ttR 44 4TTO fftsjfft^ 4Rft ft 3T44lf 44ft 4Tcft 
4fft4T ?4^ ^ ft ft 4f ti ?jfft 44 4MR ^ 3I8T4T ?iftt ^T?4ft ftft (i) ?T«4 ?R44? 44 ^ePT 
4W (il)JTttT4 ft ?lftt4 ft ft fftBTft ft4 44f ft ffttj 44 TOfft4j ftoijcjg i ft ^ 

4?, 2 4fft?TcT ^ yfcmft 4feft |4. (iii) ??4r4 ?TTO?Tft ft 4ttH ^Jftft 4)t 4TO4 ?ft^ 
(tv) ar^ftRci ^yq iW gT?T fftdfe 4? alt? (v) fttf aRI 4rftPl4> 44?4> ftt 4RT4 to 
fftElffttT fftm 44T^ft. 4? fft^R ft?ft |4 %4T 44 ?TOT t i 4^ ^)?T4T ^ fftftftcT »jjft ft 

4TTO ^ ft 6 4fft4TcT 4? TO4 ft4T I 

(iv) . 4RR ft^ 3^^^^ ^ ^ ft 4??n4 15ft 4?? ft TOT ?T?TO TO arjftRd alt? 4Tft, 2004 ft 

4RR 4 ft ftviRa ’jfft 444t4 ftTO ft 3T^m? ft4R fftm 44T ti 

(v) . ftftft ft 3r4ft 4Tftft^ fftfe ^4f4> 3 vjT44ft, 2006 ft ijfft 34^ ft ft4E?-4R ^ fftcIT? ?Tf^ 44 

TO14 fftm m 4?ft ft anftfetT ^cftcft ft TOT4?^ ge4j ftt 4TO alt? 4^, 4Tfft4) ^ fft?T4T 
ft ?iftt44 alt? anfftrft 4>t 444r crm 4^c4t 4>?ft anf^ ?TfftT ?Tftt wftvjut ft irtjf^d tor ft 
?t 4 ft TO 4444TI TO TO4 4ft 4RR 4ftR 4? 4Tft, 2004 ft 4tfft?T ?R^ fft?4-fft^ 44 ?RStt 
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TflJ Pl4^ 3^? cflj^fW ^ ciMj^ ^ ’fCHin ^ 44^41 ^ <tKR ^ ?!W ?nj> 
^ ^ 4m ^ TOT gw ^ ^ ^ aft^/awm g^ ^ 

infill m ^ ^ ^ yw(tn<w^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

14^ if ^ ^ iter ^ (alh fM ftvm jmw wi ^ 4Pf ^ 

f^Rrar -gSt ftyq an^ ^ w t, f«f^ infirm ^ ^ awiftd «iif^ a4 

1999 ^ n?^ ^ ^ ^ q?ff^ afirtf^tr ^ amfira? a^ if a^ ^ 

a^f^f arr^ ^ uiwm ^ ftai aar t, ^ a<^*ilq»i aan ip^ f i 
( viii). j<«iiq ^ f4«fla aaia 4®^ ^ fcia, ^ ar^ ifai^ aa ar^^ aar «n i arara if, 
^ ^fiRT feat «n (i) a?j2T f^aiif ^fPf xnifRfo a^ as^ai^ a^ wi aifi ?Wf; (io uwif^ci 

a^er ^ aa.anafeiff aa cipj^^n; aft^ (In) €)aaaitt ^ ana^ f^afa) 21-03-2002 ^ aiwR aa 
^ a4 1999 4)1 ^-afafe ^ ar^^ ijP f^arar ^ vjirit 1 1 tmifir. aoR ^ 
aiw if «ii % H'(^if4n aa ^ afiiaw ^ 23.48 hw afif a4 ?taT 1 

tWifit, 5Rf ara if ifi^ aa 011*10 ^ awflEH ^ a>R^ onraa ^ 46 rw afitcpf 4>| 

aifirf^ aim ^ am TOir 1 1 

(ix) . amacmff ^ wm ^ ^ ^ ^ ai^m?, ^ f4Pit4<t: ai?it^a!?^f4)avjn^4)f?Rfa?, ae^ 

a)f aiaiR m ^ iftfim, ^ a^ amfir ^ mfi?T, ii 4f^ amR ^ 50 
sifoRm ^ amR acmr a)f ^oaif’^ ^ama aa (aiaips aiwr? a? nam mj a?^ ^ ma^ if) a^ ^ 

etaidr^i 4)1 aigafil 4f uiT ^maff ^ 1 arPN? a^ f4)^iai aimR a? aam t4>a "aa a^ ^ ara^ if, 

^pa? ^fooifism aai^ ^ arofrar, ^Raa? 4)f ^ ai^aR, 6'«nax«i 4)f ai^afct 4t im t ?7i^ 

m^ aifima^ ot ar^^flfto imf^ a^/a^ ^ ai^ ^ aiafir ^ awi4va if m\ 

PmiRa mR^I^o aam f4Ri^ ^ aaM ^ a^, aiai^ iftfima ^ ijama mr ?taT 1 
^ vifr5t ^ aa, ar mfiim amen t €faaaiff/io/2ooo-w*nm A mA ^adf 3iT4?ff f^af^ 4 
' 2000 afR 31 aiaRT, 2000 ^ afmftr a?^ ^ aR ^ t amama mm a i fi i P ma , i963 A 

f4Ri^ Ba45 ^ amm if asiMoia mRff am a^ amim ^ 4)f a^ ai^alRo w(A 

^ ^tw5t ^ am aifiia>R a^ 1 1 an^ar f^af^ 31 aiam, 2000 if a? iff me am t 
^Taaaft ^ am M mf aia^alif^d ^ 4?f aff t aih ama mm mfilm mf mPfn. 
f^ar ara^ if araif afR acfRarfiim aa araar ^ If I 

(x) . ai^lma ^ afr^ a)f*nf 4®^ art ^ ^raa m f4f atEftma ei^aRia ^ aemr 

amrt ^ ifmfitmR if a4f art t aik aR-aR rtana rt 4& aRmr a4f 1 1 yftrtan^ ^ 
ai^^TR, qciR ama f^Rmr aft? f4^m aaR a^ amir f, a^^ ar4t, afR on4s 
viia-^tea ama ^ art if mrtlia ^ ^f4fifcr art aifrt ^ Rr#! if am^^R ^ 1 1 
4?Rfr^ian4 ^ aa f f45 amia if ^f4 aama aa anas^ ^ f^ ?fit afk 1 ^aaft, 1999 ^ a^ 
aa anart ^ aart i\ ama w ^ mf4a i ^ mfiimm ^ aa? aR ga: ai^ am i 
a? ama ^ a? anaW ^ Ria. f4Rff4e mimrt aa5aa <i) { 4M» ii <fi ^ 
aima A ’ipi ^ arnia mfrt 1 aifira>w urt rt 2002 if rt f^ aa 

airt if ^ ^TRiF 4t a4 «St fip ^ aR^ 4^ a^ afk afcRrt rt ata ^ aifima art 
la mam ^ irtog aiWR a^ 4^ rt 4?f rtaai mr am omrar mia 1 ama A mma fim m % 
^Rrt rt~Rrt afcRrt rtt ^ aima ^ ^ im 30/99 rt ^ a^ a? rt 4>f ai^ t 
aft? irt^ aarna a? ijpf a)f 4tf rt amar a^ a? rt rt ^ ^m\ amra aRa am 

offrtti 

(xi) . 4 atrt ^ iftcR mma a^ a? 4t ^ f, a^rtr a^tm ^ aRrt frtR 4, aaa ^ ^ ai^. 

armanf ^ aoR. afim afh ^ a? afima ^ ^ am^, a)f ^ ^ ^ alR 44 4rt ^ 
aRaa if afta arta armanf a? ^ 44 ait^ 4rt eir^a a4 aaRm aa? 1 ma 'jwoiw a4 a4. a?xm 4 
rtr R) fa ae^ a? 4t ^ ^imrt ^ Rn? a4 1994 if RmfRa ^ ^ sf! afta 
aam?f ^ rtrt rt rtr ami aftoa.mmaRia 5 aa st4 ^ rtrt ^ ^iafim fw aifif^ 
3irt f4rt 21 rt 2002 i> am ama urn jr^ rtr w a^am ^ rtrt imna frt ^ff^ 
^ ^ afafim m Rart Rm irto^ urn ^ sirt a, ^rtrt/ 69 / 2005 -rt^ Raf^ 17 
araa^. 2000 5 rt ai^ataa ama rtr am m 1 acaa a4 ^ ^Roite a^ a?' 4t a4 ^iartf ^ Ria 
Rrrt vrfoii^, 1994 ^ rtten a4f 44 a4 t, aaaaa rtma amra s^u ^aR art ^ Ria Irt?! Rm 
anmtl 

z:iS5<^i/o8-3 
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(xii). 


2004 ^ wcf ^ siarfn ^ ^ ^T?ffER ^ ^ trra ^ ^ m 

* ^ ^ ^ _ .tC^_«!kVro./\V /s. vv. V V. ^.. 


^ 3r5*to #TT ti ^ WIT an % ^ ^ ^ wr 

^ ffainft 31^1# TO ^ ^ ^ w ti ^i? ^ t % 

2004 A WcpW 5RT ^ ^f #cl ^ TJ^J fR 3TmR ^ ^ ^ 31^811 

^ ^ 11 ^ ^ ^ 3th Tj^ ^f^hiR ^ % 

^MjIKT 1^^ ^ ^ if ij^cznrjt ^?f9ta # 3T^ ^ WT ^ TIlfifR f^ W t, 
Sflto^l ^n^tinR cIvJj-iRih ’jPf ^ ^IFT^ if ^ ^ 3RltcI 1 2004 ^Rto ^ f^ 

^ ywi cFRm 11 


(xiii). 


13. 


3i^?iR, MhcT ter w 2 ii%?raf ^ w: ^ ^ 3i^ 11 

^ ?nhRT ^ 3RI traf ^ ^ if, ^ ^iF ^[Plter ^ ^>1 ^hrtf ^ ^ t 

% ^ ^R^ f^-Mlff ^ 3ig^ tl 

^^‘’<1*1'^^. ^ 3miR ^ 3ih \3M^«w w»ff ^ gr ^nf^m ^ 

if <p41<fl 5RT ?riT HTOil^il 1 AiFra^, 2004 ^ ’Jp ^ 3nW ^ 1^ ?TThFT ^ ^ ?Rf? ^ ^ f^RI^ ^ 
Mclte ^ ^ 3l#T 3R«II^ m t 3R[tte TO t % WT ^ TOR 5RT 3^ ’JpT ^ if 

WRo ^ ^)f to? ^)?^ 3ih Wf ^ ^ 3rto cnww ^ siihht 3th to ti^w 

to?/?TtotoT 


toW. 


(i) . 

(ii) . 

(Hi). 


vhH'f 

tofhti 


af.?T. 

^le? 

^ 1 ? ,#0 

01 

to5?-i 

48 

02 


48 

03 


48 

04 


48 

05 

^^-5 

48 

06 

^cfti<-6 

27 

07 

^fie?-7 

27 

08 

^-8 

96 

09 


144 

10 

tei-io 

60 

11 

?cf5?-11 

75 

12 

^fie?H2 

75 

13 

^I<to>{“i3 

27 

14 

#fg?“14 

27 

15 

1-^ 

192 

16 

11 ^-10-?? 

48 

17 

' W-3 

48 

18 

__ 

30 

19 

#?ft-6 ifl 
(?5^ tolyR) 

144 , 

20 




(^) ^-1. 2 3th 5 

48 


(i) ^-3 3th 4 

27 


(i) ##-5 ifl 

__Jfl_J 


to^ to ^ tonff ^ 2 iitor iito4 ^ ^ ^ ^ 
t?T ^ 3n?n? ^ 1 ^Fto, 2004 ^ to ^ 3Td^ ^ to M^I MI 
to 2ff ^??ntoT ^ 11# ?Fft 3R1 ?i^.TO# to-to! i 3i^?fR ^ 


IF? 

[tolN^/III/4/l43/08-3TOT.] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 16th June, 2008 

No. TAMP/9/2006-KPT.— In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 49 of the Major 
Port Trust Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby provisionally approves the 
proposal of the Kandia Port Trust for rate revision of Gandhidham Township Land as in the Order 
appended hereto. 

Case No. TAMP/9/2006-KPT 

Kandia Port Trust -— Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 22nd day of April, 2008) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Kandia Port Trust (KPT) for rate revision of GandNdham 
Township Land (GTL). 

2. The rate structure! of Gandhidham Township Land (GTL) was last revised by this Authority in October 
1999. A corrigendum was subsequently notified on 31 December, 1999 stating that the provision as regards levy 
of transfer charges @ 50% of the unearned Increase in value was not approved as it was not with in the mandate 
of this Authority tb approve such rates. As a sequel to the various representations received.from different user 
organizations to review the increase in the rates approved, this Authority stayed the implementation of its order of 
29 October, 1999 till disposal of the case after review. The KPT submitted a revised proposal in November 2001. 

3.1. This Authority while disposing off the revised proposal received in November 2001 from KPT passed 
the following Orders on 21 March, 2002 

(a) The interim stay of operation is vacated. 

(b) The revised rates approved vide Order dated 29 October, 1999 will not apply in respect of plots 
allotted prior to 1 January, 1999; the pre-revised rates will continue to apply in these cases. 

(c) The revised rates approved vide order dated 29 October, 1999 will apply in respect of plots 
allotted on or after 1 January, 1999. 

(d) The entire rate structure will be reviewed in January 2004. 

3.2. In this backdrop, the KPT on 3 January,«2006 filed its proposal for revision of rate structure of GTL. 

4.1. The salient points made by the port in its proposal are summarized below 

(I) A rate revision committee under the chairmanship of Chairman, KPT, was constituted for submitting 

the proposal for revision of the rate structure. The committee comprised of KPT officers including 
the Deputy Collector, Anjar. 

(ii) The com mittee took into consideration the various factors like: 

(a) Rates earlier approved by TAMP, 

(b) Rates fixed by the Govt, of Gujarat for the purpose of stamp duty, 

(c) Rates fixed on upfront basis for the auction held 2004, 

(d) The highest, lovirest and average premium quoted for plots offered in Sector Nos.8, 
9,10,11,12,1'Aand NU'3, at Gandhidham in the auction held in 2004, and 

(e) The highest, lowest and average consideration amounts voluntarily declared by the lessees 
in the applications submitted for transfer of their plots m different e«ctors during the 
period July 2004 and August 2005. 








I* P*' The CommiKee deckM to 

oouae me rate fixed by TAMP for this sector and recommended me rate of Rs4, 20W- per sq.mb. 

_ -MV ft WWt (Residential Area) - NU-10-B & NU-3 are in me middls nf Hu> 
^ 5^™ residenlial locations. The existing rate fixed by TAMP 

S^MS^er^^.S?™' *° *"“* *“ “’T TAMP and recommended the r^ 

Phme 

recommended the rate Of Rs.500/- per sq.mtr. for this area. ^ ^ Committee 

in Mf|n : About 100 plots meant for composite purposes have been develooed 

n DC>6 Main area and no rate structure has been fixed w far foVThis area ^r Sr M 

srs s=r IIS'* s sssiK 

shoonlni^nLft residentlal-cum-shopping plots 

1999. The Committee 

recommended M the rates fixed for respective areas i.e. residential areas, will also be made 
pp icable to su(* plots. Also the rate of RaSOO/- recommended for NU-4, DC-6 will be taken as 
basic price for allotment of Shopping plots available in NU-4, Gandhjdham. 

... r Bi^trtg Ceptyr-8 (PC-^) : DC-5 is reserved for residential purpose and is near to 

anri^fhft Opposite to DC-5 on Tagore Road has been allotted by SRC Ltd 

sisting or NU-1, 2, 3, 4 & 5 and the DC-5 Mam is reserved, as per the zonina for commercial 

restructure has been fixed! An area of 55 
a^ ^ allotted to me State Govt for rehabilitetion of earthquake victims 

and the ®®ris^rtiOT work in this area is in progress. As some Govt. Departments and Institutions 

ratrs^SJS^R^DasIl^"* P'°^- •“ KPT. it is necessary to prescribe 

(a) . NU-1.2&5ofDC.5 : 

®''® ^“®? the Tagore Road i.e. the State Highway and 

D ® residential locality. Committee recommended the rate of 

fifcsaat per ®q.mtr. which Is equivalent to the rate of Rs.800/- recommended for 
o6ctors 1 to 5. 

(b) . NU-3 & 4 of DC-5 ! 

“’® Taflore Road i.e. State Highway. Committee 
recommended the rate of per sq. mtr., which is equivalent to me rate of 

Rs.440/- recommended for Sectors 6 & 7. 

(c) . PC-5 Main : 

have to be developed as a commercial area to cater to the needs of 

the ^® «>n^mlttee had recommended 

the rate of Rs.2,400/- per sq. mtr, i.e. %th of the rate recommended for Sector 1-A. 

*^® '’®*® P®r sq.mtr. as applicable for DC-6 

Mam, which will also be applicable for DC-5 Main. 
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5.1. The Board of Tirustees of KPT in October 2005 has approved the recommendation 

of the commr tee for revision and fixation of rate structure for GTL as under; 



Sector 


Rate approved 
by TAMP In 1999 
Rs. per sq.mtr. 


Rate proposed 
by the KPT 


Sector-1 

400 

Sector-2 

400 

Sector-3 

400 

Sector-4 

400 

Sector-5 

400 

Sector-6 

400 

Sector-7 

400 

Sect6r-8 

800 

Sector-9 

1200 

Sector-10 

800 

Sector-11 

1000 

Sector-12 

1000 

Sector-13 

400 

Sector-14 

400 

1-A 

1600 

NU-10-B 

400 

NU-3 

400 

NU-4 

400 


OC-5 

(a) . NU-1.2/i5 

(b) . NU-3 & 4 

(c) . OC5 F^ain 




5.2. The Sector at Sr.Nc).19 of the table above, as informed by the port, is a developed 
area but nc rate structure has been fixed so far. The Sectors at Sr.No.20 ibid are yet to be 
developed and for these sectors also no rate structure has been fixed. Some of the plots in these 
Sectors are 3 eing developed and hence according to KPT it is necessary to prescribe rate structure 
for these Se :tors. 

5.3. In respect of the residential-cum-shopping plots, KPT has proposed that the rates 
fixed for respective areas i.e. residential area will be applicable to such residential-cum-shopping 
and shoppirg plots and also the rate of Rs.500/- per sq.mtr. proposed for NU-4 will be the basic 
price for allotment of shopping plots available thereat. 

5 . 4 . The KF-T has proposed that the rates shown in the last column of the table under 
para. 5.1. aliove will be the basic consideration amount for land allotment and will be considered as 
the prevailirg market value for all purposes including for calculation and recovery of transfer fee for 
the plots a ready allotted, for revision of annual ground rent and for calculation and charging 
penalties, el c., for the allotted plots. 

6. In accordance witti the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal was 

circulated a uongst various lessees for comments. The comments as and when received from the 
user bodies were forwarded to KPT as feedback information/ comments.. The KPT has responded 
to the comments of the users/user organisations. 

7 . 1 . Based on the preliminary scrutiny of the proposal KPT waS requested vide our letter 

dated 19 Jtily 2006 to furnish inter alia the sector-wise information of the total area of land under 
KPT’s control at Gandhidham Township. KPT has furnished the details sought vide its letter dated 6 
November; !006 as under: 
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Sectorwise availability of lands: 


Sec Residential 
No. 


Commercial I Service 


Light Other 
Industry 


Areas 

remain 

unallotted 


Cost of land 
and 

development 
cost if any 
Incurred 
subsequently 



7.2. The other information / clarification on various points sought vide pur letter dated 19 

July 2006 and the clarifications furnished by KPT vide its replies dated 6 November 2006 and 13 
November 2006 is juxtaposed below: 



Queries raised by us 


(a). A layout plan of the GTL showing sector 
wise details of the areas allotted for different 
purposes. 


(b). Details of open areas, if any, within the 
sectors. 


(c). Sector wise details of plots allotted prior 
to January 1999 and after 1®‘ January 
1999. 


(d). Sector-wise details of rates fixed by the 
State Government of Gujarat for the 
purpose of Stamp Duty during the period 
1999 to 2006. 


(e). The basis on which upfront rates were 
fixed for the auction held in 2004. 


Reply of KPT 


The layout plan showing sector wise details 
of areas allotted for various purposes is 
furnished. 

The details of unallotted plots within the 
sector are also furnished. 


The details of open areas are shown in the 
layout plan. 


Sector wise details and the plots allotted prior 
to 1 January 1999 are furnished. No plots 
have been allotted after January 1999, 


The Sector wise details of rates fixed by 
State Government of Gujarat for the purpose 
of stamp duty for the period 1999 to 2006 is 
furnish^. However, it Is stated that since 
1999 the stamp duty has not been revised 


The upfront rates that were fixed for the 
auction held in 2004 were on the basis of 
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(f). The basic amenities like water, road, 
light jning, etc provide hv KPT at GTL and 
the year wise expenditure 'ocurred thereon. 


basic consideration amount per square meter 
(i.e. Development charges) plus upfront 
ground rent per square meter (i.e. Ground 
rent which is 2.5% of Development Charges 
discounted (ffi 12% for 30 years). 


The basic amenities like water, lighting, road 
etc are provided by the municipality and not 
by Kandia Port irust. However Kandia Port 
Trust incurs expenditure on drainage of the 
township and horticulture. The expenditure 
incurred on drainage and horticulture during 
last 5 years is as below; 

(InRs.) 


he authority under which the transfer 
resentiv levied bv KPT. 


Year 

Description 

Total 


■sraraa 

Horticulture 


2001- 

02 

2896287 

1140000 

4036287 

2002- 

03 

2452545 

360000 

2812545 

2003- 

04 

2637358 

580152 

3217510 

2004- 

05 

2479896 

538354 

3018250 

2005- 

06 

2212800 

430000 

2642800 



The transfer fee is levied as per the 
Government Guidelines. 


‘Composite purpose’ means where plots are 
allotted for residential cum. shopping 
purposes. The area, which is considered for 
-such purposes, is called composite zone. 


he expenditure Incurred in developing Rs.67.88 


incurred 





The expenditure being incurred on 
ep of these newly developed plots. 

The plots / land after development are being 
handed over to Gandhidham Municipality 
who takes care of maintenance of roads and 
other amenities falling in those areas. As 
such no special expenditure is being incurred 
on upkeep of these plots and all su(^ plots of 
Gandhidham in general. Kandia Port Trust 
incurs expenditure only on drainage and 
horticulture. 

Gandhidham Chamber of Commerce & 
>try (GCCI) has sbted that KPT is not 
owner of the land and KPT has 
lifted before TAMP at the joint hearing 
on 7 March 2002 that it collects lease 
and ground rent to establish its title and 
cover development charges, KPT is 
asled to offer its remarks on the GCCI's 
intion. 

The contention of the GCCI is not correct. 
Kandia Port Trust is the defacto owner of the 
land on behalf of Government of India. . 
Photo copy of an extract of letter No.10- 
TS(5)/87 dated 29 April 1958 from 
Development Commissioner. Kandia to the 
Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Transport & Communications, 
Department of Transport is furnished. 


also stated that there are residential 
shopping plots’ in residential areas for 
1 no rate structure has been fixed so 
Kindly furnish details of such plots 
ing the nature of expenditure incurred 
"evdoDing these plots and the 


The residential cum shopping plots are 
allotted in the composite zone wherein the 
lessee has been given the facility to construct 
the residence on the first floor and to carryout 
business on the ground floor. 

Such composite plots are allotted in Sector 
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expenditure being incurred on their upkeep. 

1A and DC 6. For 1A the rates are already 
available which are proposed for revision. 
Since DC 6 is recently developed, no rates 
for this sector are available and hence 
proposed afresh. 

So far as nature of the expenditure is 
concerned the development of the area is 
undertaken by Kandia Port Trust arKi this 
expenditure is treated as capital. After 
development of plots the same are handed 
over to Municipality for maintehance and 
hence Kandia Port Trust incurs no upkeep 
expenditure except on drainage and 
horticulture. 

5. 

-- 

The rates applicable to residential areas 
have been proposed to be applied for 
residentiai-cum-s hopping and shopping 
plots. Since shopping areas are for 
commercial purposes, the logic in proposing 
the residential rate for residential-cum- 
shopping and shopping plots may please be 
explained. 

The rates fixed for residential cum shopping 
plots fall under the category of the composite 
zone and the rates prescribed are for the 
sectors and not on the basis of the activity 
carried out. In the composite zone it has 
been permitted to construct shops on the 
ground floor and residence on the first floor 
so that the residents in -that area carryout 
business to cater to their as well as the need 
of other residents and earn their livelihood 
and as such the rates have been proposed 
for residential cum shopping. The rates of 
the composite zone are higher (almost 
double) than the rates of the only residential 
plots. 

6. 

Kindly clarify whether within the same 
sector, there is any classification like 
residential, industrial and commercial.. 

There is no classification like residential, 
industrial and commercial. However, in 

some sectors commercial activity is permitted 
looking to the basic requirement for the 
residents of that area. In the industrial 
sectors no residential allotments have been 
made. 


It is mentioned that the rates proposed will 
be the basic consideration interalia for 
calculating and charging penalties. Kindly 
elucidate the penalty clause and when it will 
be invoked and the basis in which the 
penalty amount is worked out. 

Penalty clause is basically a deterrent to 
avoid the breaches committed by the lessees 
such as when house is not constructed within 
24 months from the date of .execution of 
lease deed or when the plot is transferred / 
mortgaged by the lessees without 
construction of the house on the allotted 
plots. The penalty presently being charged 
are mentioned in a circular which is 
submitted separately. The charges 

recovered are at varying percentage of the 
highest Development Charges prescribed 
during.the rate revision taken place in 1983. 

It is now proposed to fix the penalty at the 
same percentage currently applicable on the 
Development charges in the pueseht SOR of 
GTL. 

8. 

Kindly confirm that the land allotted to the 
SRC is not affected by the present proposal. 

2600 acres of land has been leased out to 
SRC, and SRC is levying the rent and 
development charges from their lessees and 
hence the present proposal does not affect 
them. 



M/s. IFFCO has a separate area, which is 
governed by a different lease arrangement. ! 


2^a5qi/og~L) 
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ly confirm that the rate structure 
oved in March 2002 still continues (it Is 
clear from frie KPTs proposal whether it 
(s any retrospective approval. If any 
ective approval is intended please 
rm whether the lease agreement 
ired into by KPT with lessees contain a 
se allowing for retrospective revision of 
e rental). 


Kindly furnish the sector wise revenue 
presently collected by KPT from GTL. 



That being so, they are not affected by the 
present proposal. 


After 1999 the rate structure have not been 
renewed/revised hence no rates were 
approved in 2002. In the year 1999 TAMP 
had ordered that the revised approved rates 
of 1999 will not apply due to the post 
earthquake scenario hence the pre-revised 
rates would continue and further ordered that 
the entire rates structure would be reviewed 
in 2004. The revision of rates shall be 
effective from retrospective dates i.e. from 
2004. 

The lease agreements entered into by 
Kandia Port Trust with lessees contain a 
clause allowing for r^rospective revision of 
lease rental. 


The sector wise revenue presently receivable 
is as below 

_(InRs.) 


Sec. No. 

Ground rent 

1 

15,372 

1A 

6,39,047 

2 

67,418 

3 

12,515 

4 

23,057 

5 

37,602 

6 

8,075 

7 

89,856 

8 

1.23,727 

9 

84,663 

10A 

48,843 

10B 

13,772 

10C 

29,702 

11 

28,433 

12A 

45,167 

12B 

14,557 

12C 

1,848 

12D 

1,518 

^2F 

2,654 

12G 

18,285 

NU4 DC6 

736 

NU 10B 

11,500 

NU4 (OLD) 

66,177 

NU4 (NEW) 

32,710 

NU3 

19,527 

TOTAL 

14,36,761 


ly furnish a separate cost statement for 
GTL activity in the prescribed format 
ed on the ac^aJ income and expenditure 
2000r01 to 2005’06 and based on 
mates for the next 5 years. 


financial implications including the 
itional revenue that would be generated 
annum on account of the proposed rate 
cture may please be furnished. 


he past it has been reported that the 
emment of Gujarat has been pressing 
for return of the GTL so that they can 


Cost Statement for 2001-02 to 2005-06 and 
for next 5 years is furnished. 


The per annum incremental revenue 
generation on account of the proposed rate 
structure is estimated at Rs.23.48 lakhs. 


No final decision in this regard has been 
taken by the Ministry of Shipping, Road 
Transport and Highways. 
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develop the township. Kindly state how the 
matter now stands and whether any 
decision have been taken in this re^ct. 


When this Authority issued orders dated 29 
October 1999 and 21 March 2002, it was 
advised that KPT with appropriate sanction 
of the Central Government should explore 
the possibility of selling the lands on a 
freehold basis to the public wth reference to 
a competitive bidding process. Action, if 
any, taken In this respect may please be 
informed. 


Kindly confirm that the present proposal is in 
conformity with the land use plan for Major 
Port Trust approved by the Central 
Government and communicated to the ports 
under letter No. PT-17011/55/87-PT dated 8 
March 2004. 


Also confirm that the rate structure proposed 
Is in accordance with end use as reflected in 
the Land Use Plan referred to above. 


if on any matter the present proposal 
deviates from the land use plan referred to 
above, please furnish the details thereof and 
the reason therefore. 


The areas of land, sector wise, if allotted on 
licence basis, the details thereof may please 
be furnished. 



Government guidelines allows only leasing of 
the land though competitive bidding for 30/99 
years. However, there is a proposal pending 
with GOI in which a decision has to be taken 
either to sell the land on free hold basis or 
lease on 30/99 years. 


The present proposal is strictly in conformity 
with the land use plan approved by the 
Central Government vide its guidelines dated 
8 March 2004. 


Yes, the rates structure proposed Is In 
accordance with the end use as reflected in 
the land use plan. 


There is no deviation from the land use plan. 


The statement showing the sector wise land 
allotted on leave and license basis are as 
under: 


The areas of land, sector wise, if allotted in 
following cases the details may be 
furnished - 

(a) . Religious institutions 

(b) . Social purposes 


Sector No. | Leave and licence 


1A 

1 

Between 1,2,3 & 
4 

_ 2 

NU 4 DC 6 
7 

12A 

12D 

12H 


(a) . No land allotted for religious mandir. 

(b) . The areas of land allotted sector wise for 
social purpose are as under; 
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etails of land leased on upfront basis 
in annual basis and security amount 
ed per lease/licence may be 
ed. 


confirm that the present proposal is 
tted only after the KPT identifying its 
equirements and the land, which the 
an spare. 


(c) . No land has been allotted for any kind of 

joint venture for improving port activity. 

(d) . No land has been allotted for any kind of 
joint venture for SEZ where KPT is a party. 


Oniy Gujarat Electricity Board has been 
ailotted iand on upfront basis. 


The land requirements of Kandia Port Trust 
are already prescribed in the land use plan 
and hence the present proposal has been 
framed taking into consideration ali the 
factors aftecting the same. 




he approach adopted to arrive at the 
sed rates is not uniform for the entire 
!. Kindly explain the reasons therefor. 


The proposed rates cannot be uniform 
because the areas under consideration for 
revision of rates are under different zones 
and the purposes vary. Some areas are in 
prime locations which need to have higher 
valuation and some are interior parts which 
cannot be at par with the prime location and 
hence the rates prescribed/proposed cannot 
be uniform at any stage. 





he ready reckoner rates considered The ready reckoner considered for fixing rate 
n to 2004, If the ready reckoner rate is the one used by GujaVat Government for 
B year 2006 varies from that of 2004 it the purpose of stamp duty and the same is 
le necessary for KPT to review the unchanged from 1999. 
sal suitably. 


he reasons for not considering the The number of transactions registering every 
ge rate of actual relevant transactions year is approximately 200. Calculation of 

average rate for last three years is highly 
time consuming and such average rate may 
not reflect the realistic rate as the rates in 
such transactions tend to be speculative and 
hence not considered. 


e reasons for considering the average it is tc be borne in mind that during the 
remium quoted in the auction held in process of tendering the rates received is 


red In ffie last three years in the port’s 
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2004 instead of the. highest accepted purely on the basis of competition and the 
auction value. need of the tenderer for that particular lahd 

and hence taking into consideration the 
highest offer received shall be a burden on 
general public. Further they become much on 
the higher side and hence the average rate Is 
proposed. It gives appropriate picture 
considering the upper and lower values. 


(e). Why it was not considered essential to Since all the other relevant options are 


appoint an approved valuer for determining 
the market value. 


(f). In the auctions held in 2004 wide 
variation is visible In the highest and lowest 
premium quoted. The reasons, therefor, 
t^ve to be analyzed by KPT and 
communicated to us. KPT may consider 
whether a oetter picture would emerge if the 
weighted average of all the offers per sector 
is considered, instead of taking ^e 
arithmetic mean of the highest and lowest 
offers. 


considered and it is felt that the rates 
proposed are within justifiable limits, a valuer 
is not appointed. However, it is pertinent to 
mention that the Deputy Collector Anjar 
Taluka was a member of the rate revision 
Committee. 


The weighted average makes the rate higher. 
Simple average is considered looking to the 
interest of the public at large. 


24. The KPT is also requested to forward a draft The draft scale of rates along 
Scale of Rates, including the conditionalities conditionalities is furnished below; 
attached thereto, relating to lease rents of 
land at GTL. 


Sr.No. 

Sector 

Rate per sq. 
mtr. 

01 

Sector-1 

Rs.800 

02 

Sector-2 

Rs.800 

03 

Sector-3 

Rs.800 

04 

Sector-4 

Rs.800 

05 

Sector-5 

Rs.SOb 

06 

Sector-6 

RS440 

07 

Sector-7 

Rs.440 

08 

Sector-8 

Rs.1600 

09 

Sector-9 

Rs.2^ : 

10 

Sector-10 

Rs.1000 

11 

Sector-11 

Rs.1250 

12 

Sector-12 

Rs.1250 

13 

Sector-13 

RS.44C 

14 

Sector-14 

Rs.440 

15 

1-A 

Rs.3200 

16 

NU-10-B 

Rs.800 

17 ■ 

NU-3 

Rs.800 

18 

NU-4 

Rs.500 

19 

DC-6 Main 

Rs.2400 

20 

i 

DC-5 

(a) NU-1, 
2&5 

(b) NU-3 & 

4 

. (c)DC5 
Main 

Rs.800 

Rs.440 

Rs.2400 



ZZSsaiioS ~5 
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Conditionalities: 

Ground rent will be at the rate of 2.5% of the 
above Development Charges. 

The rates shall be subject to revision every 
five years. 

The Ground rent will be escalated @ 2% 
every year or as per Ministry’s Guideline as 
applicable from time to time. 

The above rates will be the basic 
consideration amount i.e. scheduled rate for 
land allotment and will be considered as 
prevailing market value for all purposes 
including for calculation and recovery of 
transfer fees for the plots already allotted, for 
revision of annual ground rent and for 
calculation and charging penaltlel etc. for the 
allotted plots. _ 


8 . 1 . 
occasid 
the Cerk 
deficit, 
the ratd 


On 14 November 2006, KPT made a pVesentation at the TAMP’s office. At that 
n, the KPT was impressed upon the necessity of strict adherence to the guidelines issued by 
itral Government on the land use plan for Major Port Trusts. It was also pointed out that the 
f any, in the maintenance of the township should not be passed on to the trade by padding to 
s for providing cargo handling and port and dock facilities. 


Si. 

No. 

1 . 


8 . 2 . 
vide 
dated 
being 
Govern 
whether 
2007 t 
KPT 
relevant 


thib 




Subsequent to the presentation, KPT was advised to furnish some more information 
office letter dated 29 November 2006. As a reply to this letter KPT informed vide letter 
?3 January 2007 that the revision of rate structure of Gandhidham Township Land is again 
processed for the approval of its Board in accordance with TAMP's direction and based on 
nent land policy guidelines. By letter dated 7 February 2007, KPT was requested to inform 
its proposal was to be treated as withdrawn. KPT replied under letter dated 28 February 
t its proposal has not been withdrawn. Subsequently, under letter dated 8 November 2007 
nished replies to the queries raised in this office letter dated 29 November 2006. The 
details called for in November 2006 and the replies thereto furnished by Kandia Port in 
November 2007 are furnished below; 


Queries raised by us 


Reply of KPT 


The details of tariff, if any, fixed in the past 
in respect of the estates other than GTL 
may please be furnished. 


A) The rates approved by Government in the past which 
is applicable from July 1994 in respect of the estate 
other than GTL are as under: 


(i) The rate for land with the dock area is Rs.30 per 
sq.mtr. per annum. 


(ii) For land outside the dock area the rates are Rs.16 
per sq.mtr. per annum and Rs.11 per sq.mtr. per annum. 

(B) The rates approved by TAMP vide Notification 
dated 3 February 2006 for the salt land effective from 25 
July 2005 are as under: 

(i) Upto 10 acres - Rs.445 per acre per annum. 

(ii) Above 10 acres but less than 100 acres - Rs.222 
per acre per annum. 

(iii) 100 acres and above - Rs.144 per acre per 
annum. 
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KPT is requested to state whether any 
rate revision proposal other than that for 
GTL is yet to be formulated. 

The rate revision proposal for the land mentioned at 1(A) 
above Is yet to be formulated. After approval of Board, 
the same will be submitted to TAMP. 

KPT is advised to submit a cost statement 
for the Gandhidham Township Land after 
excluding the income and expenditure 
pertaining to KPT's colony at Gopalpuri, 
port office and other areas which have a 
direct bearing on the Port .activities to 
ensure that the deficit, if any, In the 
maintenance of the township is not 
padded to the rates for providing the 
cargo handling and Port and dock facilities 
to the trade. (The Income and expenditure 
on maintenance of port colony, port office 
etc. can be considered In the appropriate 
cost statements pertaining to cargo 
handling and port and dock activities). 

Cost Statement for Gandhidham Township land is 
submitted. 

The expenditure pertaining to KPT Colony, Port 
Office & other areas which have a direct bearing on the 
Port activities is not considered in the cost statement of 
Township activities and the same is charged to the 
general tariff revision proposal. 

In the cost statement pertaining to the 
township activity, KPT has claimed 
depredation ranging from Rs.17.43 lakhs 
to Rs.95.14 lakhs per annum. The Port 
has, however, not claimed any return on 
capital employed. If the capital is not 
eligible for claiming return, KPT is 
requested to clarify why It has Included 
depreciation as a permissible expenditure 
in the cost statements. 

Return on Capital Employed has now been Included in 
the cost staternent of Township Activity. 

The ground rent income from agricultural 
and non-agricultural land is estimated at 
Rs.55.32 lakhs in 2006-07. For 2007-08 
onwards, the income therefrom is 
estimated at Rs. 132.52 lakhs and above. 
Kindly furnish the reasons therefor. 

The ground rent income from agricultural and non- 
agricultural land was estimated for 2006-07 at Rs. 55.32 
lakhs and the actual stood at Rs. 45.14 lakhs. For 2007- 
08 the estimate was at Rs.132.52 lakhs, which was in 
anticipation of approval of Ministry for the fresh allotment 
of 96 plots. Since the Ministry has turned down the 
proposal of new allotments, the anticipated additional 
income has not been taken in the Cost Statement. 

KPT is once again requested to confirm 
that the development charges referred to 
in Its proposal is in conformity with the 
guidelines issued by Centra! Government 
on the land use plan for Major Port Trusts. 

Development Charges referred to in the earlier proposal 
sent vide KPT's letter dated 03.01.2006 Is not in 
conformity with the guidelines of the Centra! 
Government on the land use plan for Major Ports. 
Mj^nce, Govt, is being approached in this regard to 
include Development Charges also as a part of rate 
revision and direct TAMP accordingly as ail the existing 
lease deeds of Kandia Port Trust has the terminology of 
"Development Charges" and "Ground Rent". 

In our letter dated 19 July 2006, KPT was 
requested to clarify the reasons for 
adopting different approaches to arrive at 
the proposed rates. In reply, KPT has 
stated that the proposed rates cannot be 
uniform as the areas under consideration 
for revision of rates are under different 
zones and for different purposes. It is 
clarified that we did seek clarification from 
KPT on its 'different approaches’ and not 
on 'different rates'. KPT is once again 
requested to furnisfw the clarification 
sought. 1 

The basis for arriving at the proposed rates is uniform 
hence we maintain our reply already furnished that the 
rates vary based upon the utility of the different zones as 
per land use plan. 

> 
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9.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 13 March' 2007 at Kandla Port Trust. At the 
joint hesring, the KPT and the concerned users made their submissions. The Gandhidham 
Chambei of Commerce and Industry (GCCI) filed another written submission at the time of the joint 
hearing, t was forwarded to KPT and the port has responded to the comments of GCCI, 

9.2. Since KPT Board has approved a revised proposal the port was advised to circulate 
the revissd proposal amongst the users and simultaneously submit it to this Authority. The users 
were ad\ ised to furnish their comments, if any, on the revised proposal by 30 March 2007, 

10.1. Stating that the Government guidelines instruct the ports to take 6% of ttie market 

value as rent per annum, by letters dated 8 August 2007 and 29 August 2007 KPT submitted a new 
SOR for approval. The new SOR submitted by KPT for approval Is as under: 



10.2. It will be seen from para 10.1.above that the rate per annum per sq.mtr. now 

proposed by KPT is at 6% of the consideration amount earlier proposed vide para.S.I above, KPT 
in its leters dated 8 August 2007 and 15 November 2007 has informed that the SOR approved by 
the Boa d has been circulated amongst the relevant users for comments, but no fresh comments 
have be 2 n received from them. 

11. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 
office o this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by frie 
concern 3 d parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are also available at 
our website http://tariffauthority.gov.in. 

12. With reference to the totality of information collected during the proceedings of the 

case, the comments received from the users and from the deliberations at the joint hearing, the 
following points emerge for consideration; ^ 

(i). This Authority vide its earlier Order dated 21 March 2002 decided that the revised 
rates would apply in respect of plots allotted on or after 1 January 1999 and the 
entire rate structure was to be reviewed in January 2004. The KPT, however, has 
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submitted its proposal for rate revision of Gandhidham Township Land as late as in 
January 2006. 

(ii) . The GCCI has raised an objection relating to the jurisdiction of this Authority to 

revise the rate structure of GTL. Similar objection raised in the past by GCCi has 
been extensively dealt with in the Order dated 21 March 2002 of this Authority while 
disposing of the rate revision proposal related to the very same Gandhidham 
Township Land, in that Order it has been made clear that (i) this Authority has 
jurisdiction over all the properties and assets, wherever located, of a Major Port 
Trust for the purpose of framing Scale of Rates and statement of conditions and (ii) 
foe Gandhidham Township Lands are properties of KPT and charges are levied for 
use of such properties and hence there can be no doubt about this Authority’s 
statutory power over prescribing the rates to be charged. Further, the KPT in 
unequivocal terms has stated that the contention of the GCCI that TAMP has no 
locus standi to revise the rate of the GTL is not acceptable to it. 

(iii) . The revised tariff policy announced by the Government in March 2004 requires this 

Authority to follow the land policy guidelines issued by the Government from time to 
time, for the purpose of determining lease rentals for the lands belonging to the Port 
Trusts, the policy announced by the Government in March 2004 on land and water 
management of Major Port Trusts clearly lays down the procedure to be adopted for 
determining foe market value of the port lands. The market value of land can be 
determined taking into consideration any or all of the factors like (I) State 
Government’s ready reckoner value, (Ii) the average rate of actual relevant 
transactions took place in last three years for the lands in the port’s vicinity, adding 
2% escalation per annum, (iii) highest accepted tender value of port lands for similar 
transaction, (iv) rate arrived at by an approved valuer and (v) any other relevant 
factors as may be identified by the port. The lease rent has to be fixed at 6% of the 
market value of foe land so determined. 

(Iv). The port has confirmed that the proposal for revision has been formulated strictly in 
conformity with the land use plan approved by the Government of India and 
communicated to the port in March 2004. 

(v) . KPT In its initial submission dated 3 January 2006 had proposed sector wise basic 

consideration amount for land aiiotnrient which Will be considered as the prevailing 
market value for ail purposes including for calculation and recovery of transfer fee 
for foe plots already allotted, for revision of annual ground rent and for calculation 
and charging penalties etc. When the port was Informed about the requirement of 
strict adherence to the Government guidelines on port land management 
announced In March 2004, KPT by letter dated 8 August 2007 has submitted a 
revised proposal seeking approval to fix the sector wise lease rate per annum at 6% 
of the ,sector wise market value of the land determined, the details of which are 
discussed In the following sub-para. 

(vi) . The Rate Revision Committee constituted by the KPT as per the Government 

guidelines included the Dy. Collector, Anjar. The committee, for determining the 
market value, has considered the factors like (I) the existing rates approved by this 
Authority in 2002 (ii) the rates fixed by the Government of Gujarat for the purpose 
of stamp duty (iii) the rates fixed on upfront basis for the auction held in 2004 (Iv) 
the highest, lowest and average premium quoted for some of the plots offered in 
the auction held in 2004 and (v) the highest, lowest and average consideration 
amounts voluntarily declared by foe lessees in the applications submitted for 
transfer of their plots in different sectors during the period July 2004 and August 
2005. A closer look of the entire exercise reveals that the maiitet value for some 
sectors has been proposed taking the mean of the ready reckoner rates of the State 
Government and the average of the consideration amounts declared by the lessees 
in foe recent transfer applications. For some other sectors, the average of foe 
ready reckoner rates fixed by the State Government has been considered. In few 
cases, where the ready reckoner rates fixed by the State Government and the 
premium quoted during foe auction are on the higher side, the consideration amount 
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proposed is by doubling the existing rates approved by this Authority in 2002. Even 
market values have been arrived at for few sectors by adding to the upfront fixed 
the lowest premium quoted in the auction. When requested to explain the reasons 
for adopting different approaches to arrive at the market values of lands, the port 
informed that depending upon the importance of the locations the rates have been 
proposed and the rates would not be uniform at any stage. When again requested 
to clarify regarding the different approaches adopted and not on the different values 
arrived at, the port reiterated that the basis of arriving at the proposed market 
values is uniform and hence the market values would vary depending on the utility 
of the different zones as per the land use plan. It is obvious that KPT has failed to 
give a satisfactory reply to justify the different approaches adopted by it to arrive at 
the market value of different sectors at GTL. As per Government guidelines the 
SOR for land has to be recommended by a committee headed by the Chairman of 
the Port Trust and the Committee is empowered to take into account any or all the 
factors enumerated in sub-para (iii) above to determine the market value of the port 
land. The Government guidelines do not indicate a specific preference to any 
particular method and do not stipulate that the same chosen approach should be 
adopted for deriving market value of the entire estate. Nevertheless this Authority Is 
of the \riew that it would be appropriate for a Port Trust to assess the market value 
under all options given in the Government guidelines. The Committee should take 
Into consideration all factors and decide upon the best value to be adopted. In the 
Instant case, however, relying on the commercial judgment of the Board of 
Trustees of the KPT , this Authority accords provisional approval.to the sector wise 
lease rentals at 6% of the market value recommended by the port subject to the 
condition that the port would review the market values based on all the methods 
prescribed by the Government in its Land Policy and derive lease rentals based on 
the one which Is most beneficial to it and the bills should be raised / adjusted 
accordingly. 

(vli). The KPT has stated that all the existing lease deeds provide for levy of 
'development charges’ and ‘ground rent’ and do not permit levy of license fee in 
place of the earlier arrangement of collecting ground rent. KPT has also stated that 
the revised rates of lease rental will not apply to the existing lessees (who would be 
charged ground rent as per the pre-revised scales of 1999) since as per the clause 
pf the existing lease deed the ground rent is based on the developmental charges 
and ground rent and developmental charges are not mentioned in the Government’s 
land policy guidelines and hence beyond the purview of TAMP. KPT has further 
Informed that It ha^ approached the Central Government in this regard to include 
development charges and ground rent as a part of rate revision. The interpretation 
of KPT that this Authority has no jurisdiction to fix the developmental charges and 
ground rent charges in the absence of their mention in the Government guidelines 
does not reflect the correct legal position since Section 49 of the Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1963 empowers this Authority to frame scale of rates and statements of 
conditions pertaining to all lease matters of all the properties of the Major Port 
Trusts. However, it is understood from the port that the leases granted prior to 
issue of the Government guidelines are governed by the provisions in the respective 
lea^ agreements. In this context it is worth mentioning that this Authority in its 
earlier Order dated 21 March 2002 has taken the stand that the guidelines issued 
and changes made after execution of a lease agreement cannot be seen to alter the 
agreement unless it is violative of any provisions in the statute and/or the basic 
principles adopted by this Authority in tariff setting. Since the lease deeds 
henceforth to be executed are to contain recovery of lease rent at 6% of the market 
value of the land (and no recovery of any development charges and ground rent), 
this Agthorlty accords approval to the proposed revision of rates, which will not 
apply to pre-1999 leases as the relevant lease agreements reportedly do not 
contain anyprovision for levying lease rentals. 

(vlii). To guage the financial impact of its proposal, KPT was requested to furnish the 
necessary details. In reply, KPT informed that (i) the revised rates of lease rental 
will not be applicable to the existing lessees; (ii) the proposed lease rental will be 
applicable only to new allottees; and (iii) based on the TAMP’s Order dated 
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21.3.2002 the existing lessees are charged the ground rent as per the pre-revised 
rates of 1999. The port had, however, Initially informed that the Incremental revenue 
generation on account of the proposed rate structure would be Rs.23.48 lakhs per 
annum. The subsequent cost statement furnished by KPT, however, reveals an 
additional income of about Rs.46 lakhs per annum due to the rate revision. 

(lx). As per the Government’s land policy for Major Ports, subject to the fulfillment of the 
conditions specified therein, lessees can be permitted to transfer the lease (In case 
of leases granted on upfront basis) on payment of a fee to the Port equal to 50% of 
the difference between the current upfront premium and the original upfront 
premium, weighted for the balance lease period. In case of leases which were 
originaliy granted on annual lease rent basis, in addition to the charges stated 
above, as per Government’s land policy, transfer can be allowed subject to the 
payment of an upfront premium, equivalent to the NPV of the lease rent calculated 
as prescribed in the policy document for the remaining period in accordance with 
the prevailing SOR / Rates approved by the competent authority. On the issue of 
transfer fees, this Authority has already clarified under its earlier Orders dated 4 
February 2000 and 31 August 2000 in case No.TAMP/10/2000-Gen that TAMP 
does not have the authority to approve levy of lease transfer fee/mortgage fee by 
the Major Ports in the absence of a specific provision in the MPT Act. 1963. In the 
order dated 31 August 2000 it has also been clarified that TAMP does not have the 
power to disapprove such levies and the Port Trusts can, at their discretion and 
responsibility, take their own decision in this matter without Involving this Authority. 

(x) . The Gandhidharn Chamber of Commerce and Industry maintains its earlier opinion 

that the Gandhidharn Township Land does not foil under the purview of port 
operations and hence does not necessitate frequent reviews. According to GCCI 
though the port collects rent and developmental charges it foils to discharge its 
obligation towards the Township in the matter of providing civic amenities like water, 
road, streetlight etc. GCCI is of the view that any changes in the SOR should be 
made for the new allotments and the allotrhents made prior to 1 January 1999 
should be spared of any changes. It has once again urged this Authority to direct 
the port to file a proposal to make the land freehold for the existing allottees through 
a suitable mechanism within a specified time frame. In the March 2002 Order issued 
by this Authority KPT was advised to explore the possibility of selling the land on a 
freehold basis to the public with the sanction of the Central Governrrient and 
following a competitive bidding process. The port has replied that the Government 
guidelines allow only leasing of the land through competitive bidding for 30/99 years 
and its proposal either to sell the land on freehold basis or on lease is pending with 
the Government of India. 

(xi) . KPT has got landed estates within the docks, in the west bank of Kandia creek, 

outside the bunder area, outside the west gate on the north, south and east of the 
National Highway, at west of the railway siding leading to the Free Trade Zone and 
^pto the crossing of railway line leading to Bhuj on National Highway. When 
inquired, the port has informed that the rates for these landed estates were fixed in 
July 1994 and no revision thereafter has taken place. Subsequent to this Authority’s 
Order dated 21 March 2002 relating to the revision of the rate structure of the 
Gandhidharn Township Land the only land revision proposal submitted by the port 
was relating to its salt land for which approval was accorded by this Authority vide 
its Order No» TAM P/69/2005-KPT dated 17 January 2006. The port is directed to 
formulate suitable revision proposal at the earliest for the above mentioned landed 
estates which have not been reviewed since July 1994. 

(xii) . The KPT has sought approval to the revised rates retrospectively w.e.f. January 

2004 i.e. on expiry of five years from the date of previous revision of rates. The KPT 
has reported that the lease agreement with the lessees contain a clause allowing for 
retrospective revisions of lease rental. It is also relevant to mention that the 
guidelines issued by the Government in March 2004 require revision of the base 
rate once in five years. In view of the clear Government guidelines in this regard, 
and also recognizing that the lease agreements entered by the KPT contain a 
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Specific clause allowing retrospective revision, this Authority accepts the proposal 
of the KPT for retrospective revision of rates in respect of its Gandhidham Township 
Land from 1 January 2004. 


(xii). 


As per the Government guidelines, the lease rent fixed is subject to an automatic 
annual escalation at 2%. As regards, the other conditionalities, governing the lease 
rentals, the KPT is advised to ensure that it is in line with the Government 
guidelines. 


13. In the result, based on a collective application of mind and for the reasons given 

above, this Authority provisionally accords approval to the following rates of lease rental along with 
governing conditionalities for allotment of land from 1 January 2004 as proposed by the KPT in 
respect of the Gandhidham Township Land subject to the condition that the port should consider all 
the facto s prescribed by the Government in its Land Policy and adopt the one which is most 
beneficial o it and the bills should be raised / adjusted accordingly. 


Sr. No. 

Sector 

Lease rate per annum 
per sq.mtr. 

(Rs.) 

1. 

Sector-1 

48 

2. 

Sector-2 

48 

3. 

Sector-3 

48 

4. 

Sector-4 

48 

5. 

Sector-5 

48 

6. 

Sector-6 

27 

7. 

Sector-7 

27 

8. 

Sector-8 

96 

9. 

Sector-9 

144 

-10. 

Sector-10 

60 

11. 

Sector-11 

75 

12. 

Sector-12 

75 

13. 

Sector-13 

27 

14. 

Sector-14 

27 

15. 

1-A 

192 

16. 

NU-10-B 

48 

17. 

NU-3 

48 

18. 

NU-4 

30 

19. 

DC-6 Mam 

144 


(composite purpose) 


20. 

DC-5 



(a). NU-1,2&5 

48 


(b), NU-3 & 4 

27 


(c), DCS Main 

144 


Notes 


(ij. The lease rent prescribed above will bear an escalation @ 2% per annum. 


(ifi. 


The base rates prescribed will be valid for a period five years with effect from 1 
January 2004. 


(iii). All other conditions governing the lease rentals shall be in line with the Government 
guidelines. 


BRAHM DUTT. Chairman 
[ADVTyiliy4yi43y08-Exty.] 
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